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The French Need the Gospel 


According to the New York American, on April 1, Dr. Frank 
Mason North, President of the Federal Council of Churches, 
said in asking for help for the Protestant churches in France: 
“The traditions of Protestant churches and the strong personali- 
ties which Protestantism has developed in France are a rich 
asset, but they will not evangelize the people unaided when more 
than half of the total population is untouched by any spiritual 
influence from the Christian Church in any form.” 


Archbishop Hayes Snubs Bishop Greer 

The Evening Sun (New York), April 5, said: 

“One of the incidents of the week in the matter of Church 
unity, as proposed in this city, was the refusal of the Roman 
Catholic diocesan authorities to allow a priest to deliver an 
address in the Episcopal Cathedral of St. John the Divine. The 
invitation had been extended to the clergy of the Catholic 
Church by Bishop David H. Greer. 

“Under the canons of the Roman Catholic Church no priest 


can officiate in the church of another faith. Mgr. Joseph F. 
Mooney, Senior Vicar-General, thanked Bishop Greer, making 
it clear that as much as the Catholics appreciated the good feel- 
ing and as much as they admired him, they would not be able 
to contravene the rules of their Church.” 


Of course. The only way to unite with the Roman tiger is 
to get inside. 


Saskatchewan Solution of School-Language Problem 

This important province has reached a solution of this prob- 
lem, which is created by the Roman hierarchy in a desperate 
attempt to protect their laity from educational influences and 
any knowledge of their rights as free citizens of the Dominion. 
A bill was passed last month to amend the School Act. This 
was the first piece of legislation taken up after the Legislature 
reassembled following the Christmas recess when the bill to 
amend the School Act was given its third reading. The language 
clause provides that English shall be the sole language of instruc- 
tion in the public schools of the Province, and that no language 
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other than English shall be taught during school hours, except 
that French may be used as the language of instruction for chil- 
dren up to and including grade one, but not beyond the first year 
of a child’s attendance at school, and that French may be taught 


as a subject of study for one hour a day where the board of any 
district so decides. 


Curious Phrases in a Catholic Will 


Last month Dr. Thomas Addis Emmet, grandnephew of the 
famous Robert Emmet, died in New York, in his 92d year. 
His will was a curious document in several respects. It said, 
among other things, that no other race has done so much for 
the development and happiness of other people; that Eng- 
land would become, some time, an Irish province, and that 
the “persecution” that the Irish people have suffered from may 
be possibly due to their “having ceased the use of their native 
language.” But the phrase that seems most worthy of notice 
is the last in the following sentence, especially when taken 
in connection with Cardinal O’Connell’s declaration that all 
[Ireland’s troubles have been due to their adherence to the 
Roman Church. Dr. Emmet wrote: 

“God has done more for Ireland than for any other favored 
territory of the same extent, and nowhere has man done so little.” 

In other words, in spite of the “suffering” that the Irish 
people have endured (according to Cardinal O’Connell’s state- 
ment in New York) on account of their putting the Pope above 
the King during all these centuries, the Pope and his priests and 
bishops have done practically nothing for them, according to 
this Irish Roman Catholic advocate of “local self-government” 
for Ireland. The will directs that the body of the testator shall 
be ultimately buried in the Glasneven Catholic Cemetery at 
Dublin, but the published accounts mention no provision for 
masses for the repose of his soul. 


The Rum-and-Rome Siamese Twins in Australasia 
Probably encouraged-by the successes of the Prohibition 

cause in this country the “drys” in Australia are evidently 

trying to secure like advantages for the Island Continent. Of 





100 THE PROTESTANT REVIEW 


course, there Cardinal Gibbons has his coworkers against the 
interests of the people in Archbishop Mannix and other priests 
of Rome. The leading Papal organ in Victoria, The Advocate, 
said recently : 


In seeking to make Australia “go dry,” as many American 
States have gone, our faddists profess to believe that a new 
Utopia would be created. A greater mistake never was made. 
They would simply be creating an illegal trade as a substitute 
for what is at present a perfectly fair and legitimate business. . .. 
If a man wants to have a drink or a bet, he ought not to be 
prevented from having either—or both—simply because a nar- 
row-minded Killjoy, who says he abhors the idea of such “evils,” 
tells him such things are barred. 


In the Papal organ, The Tablet, of New Zealand, we find 
the following interesting news item: 


The danger is very real. The trouble (Roman) Catholics 
have had in certain parts of the United States all came from 
the No-Popery crowd behind the prohibition movement. We 
know what they are here. Only a week ago, in a Dunedin paper, 


a writer of that brand spoke of the folly of holding that it mat- 
tered a bit whether fermented wine was used for religious pur- 
poses. (Italics ours.) 


The Freemasons Waking Up 

A recent issue of The Masonic Chronicler, of Chicago, under 
the caption, “No more Propaganda in School-books,” says: 

“Merely because the war is over, those Americans, many of 
them Masons, who have been diligent in ferreting out propa- 
ganda in the school-books, should in no way relax their vigilance. 
The war’s outcome will necessitate the rewriting of school his- 
tories and -school geographies, and it well behooves Masons and 
all other loyal Americans to see that in the rewriting process not 
only Germanism but Roman Catholicism is rigorously kept out. 
That there are still text-books in use in our schools containing 
pro-German passages, which in the light of developments in 
Europe are an affront to the allied nations, and, if retained in 
the schools’ books, reflect upon the motives of the United States 
in entering the world conflict, has been brought to the attention 
of some of the State boards of education. And it is a notorious 
fact that some of the text-books recently adopted contain matter 





THE PROTESTANT REVIEiv 101 


so pronouncedly Roman Catholic that they should have no place 
in an American public school. 

“Henceforth history must be written to meet the demand of 
the times and the consideration of those who have gained more 
knowledge of our national ideals and institutions in the last 
four years than has been acquired during the preceding century. 
The two great English-speaking nations should unite to make 
harmless any foreign propaganda, whether it be that of Hunery 
or the hierarchy. These must have no place in our school-books.” 


A Priest and His Housekeeper 


The Hudson Observer, March 20, 1919, published a special 
despatch from Newark, N. J., which said: 

“Miss Mominika Ferdyn Michalewski, of 157 St. Paul’s 
Avenue, Jersey City, started suit here yesterday before Vice- 
Chancellor Foster to set aside a real-estate conveyance made 
by Father Francis Stefanska, rector of Our Lady of Czensto- 
kowska Church, Harrison, to his sister, Mary Stefanska, on 
June 3, 1917. According to the story told by the petitioner on 
the stand, she came to this country from Poland with a Father 
Ferdyn about ten years ago. The priest was made pastor of the 
church in Harrison and upon his death left her $10,000. 

“Father Stefanska assumed charge of the parish after the 
death of Father Ferdyn and Miss Michalewski continued as the 
housekeeper. She alleged in her testimony that on June 1, 1917, 
the priest began to borrow money from her on the pretense that 
he needed it to build a new home for the nuns of the parish. 
\ house, which he had bought at Cleveland and Second Streets, 
Harrison, from the Church of the Holy Cross, was offered as 
security. It is claimed that the priest transferred the house 
to his sister after he had pledged it as security. Earlier in the 
present year, Miss Michalewski testified that she had secured a 
judgment against the priest for $3,600, following which he filed 
a plea of bankruptcy and a trustee was appointed. 


“On the stand the priest denied having borrowed the money 
for the purpose of building a convent, and claimed he had spent 
the greater part of it on his housekeeper. Asked if he did not 


. 


yet his salary the priest stated it was not enough. 
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“He stated that his sister had protested against his relations 
with the woman, which was one of the causes of their disagree- 
ment. No decision was rendered in the case.” 5 


‘In Fulfilment of the Vatican Threat 


In the issue of this magazine for October, 1918 (pp. 306- 
11), appeared an article referring to six columns of matter that 
had appeared in the London Daily Telegraph of August 19, 20 
and 21, which that paper had received from “a well-accredited 
Roman source.” Taken altogether, these articles formed a 
virtual ultimatum from the Vatican to Great Britain, and in the 
closing paragraph there were three distinct threats and a fourth 
sentence reminding readers of the “enormously powerful author- 
ity controlled from this one centre.” 

The plainest threat is in this form, these words being put 
in the mouth of the thoughtful British Statesman: 


German intrigue will be waiting on the doorstep of the 
Vatican, German missionaries will be crowding up the gangways 
of their ships to spread their Germanism the world over. There 
will be German priests from Poland, the Slav States, everywhere 
where we want liberty. We have only to antagonize the Vati- 
can and they wiil have full play to do their part toward the 
Germanization of the world in preparation, it may be, for the 
next “Day.” (Italics ours.) 


It is very plain that the Vatican was “antagonized” by the 
refusal of the Powers to provide a place at the Peace Council 
for the Pope or his representative, and we may take it that the 
following are among the incidents that have up to date formed 
part of the fulfilment of that threat: 

The Sinn Fein election in Ireland and the turbulent condi- 
tions created since. 

The Jugo-Slav controversy with Italy. 

The Sinn Fein agitation in this country, the chief object of 
which is to create mutual animosity between the United States 
and Great Britain. 

The monarchist-clerical uprising in Portugal. 

The Diaz-Blanquet rebellion in Mexico. 

And this list is probably far from complete. 
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BE NOT UNDULY AFRAID OF WORDS. 

There are doubtless many Christian people who are deterred 
from personal work for the salvation of their Catholic friends 
and acquaintances because they feel a lack of technical knowl- 
edge of what Roman doctrine and teaching really are. It is, 
of course, a great advantage to have a correct idea of the extent 
to which the Catholic people are kept in ignorance of the way 
of salvation, but the most important asset for such Christians 
is a clear, definite experience of conversion, of the sense of 
forgiveness for the sins of the past and of reconciliation with 
God through their personal acceptance of Christ as their Saviour. 
The most successful agencies for the conversion of Catholics 
now in operation are probably the Salvation Army and the 
so-called “missions” in the cities of our land. And this chiefly 
for the reason that personal testimony forms such an impor- 
tant part of the services, together with the positive character 
of the songs sung, and the direct personal appeals from witnesses 
and leaders to put the assertions from the platform to an imme- 
diate practical test. There is, too, an exaggerated idea, in the 
minds of many as to certain words and names. A true and tried 
friend of Christ’s Mission recently said to one of the workers: 
“Even you could not talk to a Paulist or a Jesuit with their 
sophistries and casuistries.” Now, while, under some circum- 
stances, acquaintance with sophistries and casuistries might be 
helpful, it is not at all necessary in order to put the plain Christ 
Mission message of the Gospel before a whole roomful of mem- 
bers of either or both the orders named—or the whole College 
of Cardinals, for that matter. 

And for this reason: Father O’Connor’s method of dealing 
with men belonging to these and other orders, of whom quite a 
number “passed through” Christ’s Mission, was to begin by im- 
pressing them with the fact that the whole question of religion 
was one of the personal relations between the individual and God 
—that it was no question of this or that religious organization 
at all. “The first thing for you to do,” he would say to any 
Paulist or Jesuit who came to him for spiritual help, “is to get 
right with God. When you have found out the will of God for 
yourself, and then resolved at all costs to do that will, other 
problems will find their own solution. 
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“Your unrest of soul,” he would go on to say, in effect, “is 
due to the fact that the forms and ceremonies of the Church 
do not bring peace to your soul through reconciliation with 
God. Jesus said that no man could come to the Father but by 
Him, and you have been trying to go to Him by following the 
-commands of the Church instead of those of Jesus Christ. Our 
Saviour said, ‘Come unto Me, all ye that labor and are heavy- 
laden, and I will give you rest.’ That invitation and that prom- 
ise hold good still for you, as they did for me when I put them 
to the test, years ago, and I have walked in the peace of God 
and the joy of His salvation ever since.” 

This was the burden of his message, and all other instruction 
grouped itself round this central proposition. 

And the delivery of that message will still prove the power 
of God unto salvation to those who hear it. In any case it will 
produce a deep effect on the mind of any sincere seeking soul. 


ANOTHER NEW FIELD FOR CHRIST’S MISSION 


More than once during the last year we have directed atten- 
tion to the wonderful way in which the sphere of work of Christ’s 
Mission has been widened and enlarged by the war and its after- 
math. Entirely new opportunities—and _ responsibilities—have 
been created in respect of South American Catholics, European 
Roman Catholics, returned American Roman Catholic soldiers, 
Greek (Orthodox) Catholics here and in Europe and Russian 
Orthodox Catholics in that country. 

It is evident now—from a letter to hand a few days ago— 
that a field for Christ’s Mission work is to be found in some of 
the evangelical Protestant Churches in this country. In this 
letter the writer says: 


I am anxious to reach a member of our church (M. E.) 
with something that will give him some light on the Roman 
Church. He is very liberal but not thoroughly converted. 
He has been secretary of our church for over five years, 
and at our last meeting startled us by saying that he had met 
with a Roman Catholic who could quote Scripture for all 
things he believed in. We have found out that this was the 
priest of the local Roman Catholic church here. He also 
said that he could not tell why he was a Methodist. Our 
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pastor invited him to come and spend an evening with him 
and he would do his best to give him light on the subject, 
but he never came. This priest is after the men; he in- 
vited two of them to spend the evening with him and try 
some of his fine cigars. One turned him down. 


This letter came from a town well within fifty miles of New 
York City, and it sets forth in a negative way one of the most 
serious difficulties that confronts Christ’s Mission, especially in 
obtaining moral support and financial aid. 

We have a strong suspicion that while there may not be in 
every church a good percentage who would confess that they 
did not know why they belonged to their particular denomina- 
tion there is a fair proportion who would be hard put to it for 
a satisfactory answer if any Roman Catholic were to ask him 
to explain the differences between the most important doctrines 
of that denomination and those of the Roman Church. 

And behind this—or below it, rather—lies the fact that so 
many members of churches are without such a clear, definite 
experience of real conversion and deliverance from the guilt 
and power of sin that they can convincingly testify of the same 
to others. 

In reply to such a question from a Catholic inquirer the reply 
could be made: “I don’t know much about the doctrines of your 
Church, but I do know that I have accepted the invitation of 
Jesus Christ to ‘come to Him,’ and that by an act of definite 
faith I have accepted for myself the Atonement that He made on 
the Cross for me; that when I repented of my sins—in the 
sense of abandoning up to the extent of my will power—all that 
my conscience showed me to be contrary to the will of God, 
I heard His voice speak peace to my soul: ‘Go in peace, thy 
sins are forgiven thee.’ And I know that the Spirit of God wit- 
nesses with my spirit that I have been reconciled to God and have 
been transformed from a sinful rebel against the Divine Gov- 
ernment into a loving child of God; that I enjoy my religion and 
live in daily communion with my Heavenly Father.’ Then it 
would matter little whether the speaker were well posted in the 
theology of his Church or not. Any sincere Catholic would be 
deeply impressed by such a testimony, especially if he knew that 
it was borne out by the daily life of the speaker. 
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The question uppermost in our mind just now is: In how 
many more evangelical churches throughout the land does a 
similar state of things prevail? If the secretary of this church 
does not know why he is a Methodist we can be sure that he is 
not alone in his ignorance on that point. 

In our reply to the writer of the letter we pointed out that, 
with regard to the Bible, isolated texts and phrases can be taken 
out of their context and made to support almost any kind of 
conduct or doctrine. On the other hand, so far as the Roman 
Church and its doctrines are concerned, we can defy any man 
to find a passage of ten consecutive verses that will support 
any essential Roman doctrine, or prove it to be in line with the 
teaching of any book taken as a whole. 

As to Scripture, perhaps the best possible way to meet the 
whole question of the Roman Church and the New Testament 
is to take the two epistles of St. Peter and compare their generai 
spirit, teaching and character with those of the Roman Church 
at large; and then to point out their absolute silence not only 
on all the chief essentials of Roman doctrine, but.on all the most 
likely topics for him to touch upon, if he were even the recog- 
nized head of the apostles—and much more if he were really the 
first Pope. There is not a word about the sacrifice of the Mass, 
how and when it is to be performed, or of injunction to the 
people to be present—far less anything about absence being “a 
mortal” sin. Not a word about confession or penance or abso- 
lution; about the Virgin Mary or any honors to be paid to her; 
the office or prerogatives of the priesthood as we see it now, or 
the relations between them and the laity; about Purgatory or 
prayers for the dead; about the invocation of saints; the infal- 
libility either of the Church or the Pope; the veneration of 
relics; or the placing of images or other “aids to devotion” in 
places of worship. 

In fact, if they are to be taken as Bulls issued by the first 
Pope, these two epistles demonstrate very plainly that the Prince 
of the Apostles had not the slightest conception of any of the 
most salient doctrines and practices of the Roman Church as 
we see it to-day. And this applies not merely to the King James 
Version of the Bible, but also to the Douay Bible in the writer’s 
possession, which bears the “approbation” of Cardinal Gibbons. 
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For the benefit of any readers who have friends who do not 
know. much about the differences between Protestantism and 
Roman Catholicism, we would say that while any copy of this 
magazine will be helpful, the following may be especially men- 
tioned: February, March, April, May, June, August and De- 
cember of last year. 

So we see that many of the evangelical churches of the 
United States are in need of the help of some agency that knows 
enough about the differences between Catholicism (of all kinds) 
and Protestantism to assist pastors in their efforts to retain their 
members against the insidious, unscrupulous and crafty machi- 
nations of the agents of the Vatican, many of whom, no doubt, 
sincerely think that they are serving God in drawing souls away 
from the light of the Scriptures and of evangelical doctrine to 
the darkness and paganism of Rome. Though, on second 
thoughts, perhaps some of these people may live so far away 
from the light that has been handed down to them by their 
fathers that no very material change, in this respect, takes place, 
so far as they personally are concerned. 

Still, that the field of labor is before us, is evident; and we 
shall do our utmost to fulfil the new duties thus thrust upon us. 


THE GREEK ORTHODOX CHURCH 


A few weeks ago a Papal organ published in this country 
quoted the following paragraph from an Episcopalian paper, the 
Utica, N. Y., Gospel Messenger: 


Now let us turn to a brief statement concerning the Orthodox 
Church, for to remember that it is the mother of all Churches 
is a most important thing. It was founded in the East, where 
the Christian religion was founded. It spread to Antioch, 
Ephesus, Athens and Corinth long before there was any Pope 
of Rome. It is, therefore, older than the Roman Catholic 


Church. 

In commenting on this statement as containing a “false- 
hood,” the Editor says that “The Orthodox (Greek) Church had 
no separate existence from the Roman Church until the ninth 
century.” 

The importance of this point from the Roman poini of view 
is that it touches on the claim made by Rome that Christ ap- 
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pointed Peter to be the first Pope, and that all the early churches 
in Asia and Europe acknowledged the supremacy of the Popes. 

The “Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics” says (vol. 6, 
p. 425): 

“The very first days of Christianity were marked by the 
invitation to the Hellenes to accept it, and the Christian Church 
of the first two centuries was a Church of the Greeks. Even in 
Rome the Christian community was Greek, both in composition 
and in language. The missionary activity of the Church was 
wider and more successful in the regions in which the influence 
of Hellenism had spread. The books of the New Testament, 
as well as the first productions of Christian theology, were writ- 
ten in the Greek language. It was the Greek churches that 
developed the idea of the Logos, the doctrine of the Person of 
Christ, of the Holy Trinity, and the like; it was they that in- 
troduced order into the life of the Church and created a Chris- 
tian terminology which was accepted everywhere; it was they 
that gave birth to Christian Apologetics.” 

From vol. 4, pp. 188-193, the following information is taken: 


“At the Council of Constantinople (381) neither the Pope 
nor any Papal representative was present. At Ephesus (431) 
St. Cyril of Alexandria presided, and the Acts of the Council 
say that he ‘took the place of Celestine, the most holy and 
most sacred archbishop of the Romans.’ In pronouncing sen- 
tence against Nestorius, the Fathers of the Council refer to 
‘Celestine, Bishop of the Roman Church,’ as ‘our most holy 


999 


"ather and fellow-minister. 

At the Council of Constantinople (553) the Pope was neither 
present nor represented. 

Although the Pope was recognized as the metropolitan or 
chief bishop in Italy by these Councils—or many of them— 
that of Constantinople, 553, insisted on condemning Theodore 
of Mopsuestia and Theodoret, in spite of the resistance of Pope 
Vigilius, and the Council of Constantinople, 680, anathematized 
Pope Honorius I as a heretic. 

Speaking generally of this period of the Councils it is evi- 
dent that while the Pope was regarded as holding a command- 
ing position, the Councils held that it was for them and not 
for him to decide on matters of doctrine and discipline, and 
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that while the ordinary and normal condition of things was that 
Pope and Council should be in agreement, and that what the 
Council decided the Pope should accept and give effect to, a 
necessity might arise in which a Council might take a line in 
opposition to a Pope and even condemn him as heretical (as 
mentioned above in one specific case). 

In regard to the “supremacy” of the Pope during this period 
certain regulations of the Councils of Nicza (325) and Sardia 
(343) are of much importance. Canon 6 of Nicza assumes the 
possession by the Pope of a certain Patriarchal authority in 
Italy, parallel with that of Patriarchs elsewhere, referred to in 
this passage : 


The old customs in Egypt and Libya and Pentapolis are to 
be preserved so that the Bishop of Alexandria shall have au- 
thority over all these, since this is customary also in the case of 
the Bishop of Rome. In like manner, in Antioch and in the 
uther provinces the rights are to be preserved to the Churches. 


The “split” of Rome from the Eastern Church, the seat of 
which was at Constantinople, is thus described: 
“Early in the third century the Roman Church had become 


Latinized partly through its position in the centre of the State 
and partly through the influence of Roman juristic thought upon 
its theology. As the Empire grew weaker the Popes moved 
forward as representatives and defenders of Roman ideals in 
civilization and politics. 

“Rome rejected Canon 28 of the Council of Chalcedon (451), 
which conferred upon the Patriarch of Constantinople powers 
equal to the Pope’s. From 484 to 519 relations between Rome 
and Constantinople were broken off because of the Monophysite 
dispute. In the Frankish Empire arose the dispute over the 
word Filioque in the Nicean Creed. Out of 530 years—313-843 
—relations between the two Patriarchs were interrupted during 
228. The affair of Photius and Ignatius, in which Pope Nich- 
olas I interfered, ended in the heads of the two Churches ex- 
communicating each other. In Photius’ Epistle, 866, the Roman 
peculiarities in ritual—fasting on Saturday, celibacy of the 
clergy, and the like—were quoted as evidences of Rome’s defec- 
tion from orthodoxy, the only defender of which was then to 
be found in the Eastern Church. 
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“In 1017 the Filioque was officially recognized at Rome, and 
in 1053 the Patriarch Michael Cerularius, dissatisfied with a 
plan of political alliance with the Pope, despatched in conjunc- 
tion with the Bulgarian Bishop, Leo of Ochrida, a letter to 
Bishop John of Trani, in which new accusations (unleavened 
bread) were added to those brought against the Pope by Pho- 
tius, and that dispute ended July 16, 1054, in the excommuni- 
cation of the Patriarch by the Papal Legate and the final erasure 
of the Pope’s name from the Diptychs.” 

From which it seems fairly evident that at least as late as 


325 there was no “supremacy” of the bishops of Rome over 
the churches in Asia. 


Tue Russian (GREEK) CHURCH. 

The menacing aspect of Bolshevism and the widespread 
death, destruction and ruin accomplished by its adherents nat- 
urally direct the attention of thoughtful people to the religious 
system, to the spiritual bankruptcy of which the movement is 
primarily due. From the time of Peter the Great (1721) the 
Holy Synod has really been the supreme power in the land, 
and after making due allowance for exaggerations on the part 
of those who like to satisfy a widespread public appetite for 
“thrills,” there seems little room for doubt that the Czar Nich- 
olas, the Czarina and many members of their court circle carried 
personal “religious” superstition to an extreme point. Recent 
curious developments here and in England on the part of Prot- 
estant episcopal bodies, tending to some sort of “co-operation” 
with this Church of Russia—and even the Roman politico- 
ecclesiastical system—will add interest to these brief particulars 
of its history, taken from the “Encyclopedia Britannica” 
(ninth edition) : 


The Church of Russia dates from 992, when Prince Vladi- 
mir and his people accepted Christianity. The metropolitan, 
who was subject to the patriarch of Constantinople, resided at 
Kieff, on the Dnieper. During the Tartar invasion the metrop- 
olis was destroyed and Vladimir became the ecclesiastical capi- 
tal. In 1320 the metropolitans fixed their seat at Moscow. In 
1582 jeremiah, patriarch of Constantinople, raised Job, forty- 
sixth metropolitan, to the patriarchal dignity; and the act was 
afterwards confirmed by a general council of the East. In this 
wav the Russian Church became autocephalous and its patriarch 
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had immense power. -In 1700 Peter the Great forbade the elec- 
tion of a new patriarch, and in 1721 he established the Holy 
Governing Synod to supply the place of the patriarch. This 
body now governs the Russian Church and consists of five or 
six bishops, one or two ecclesiastics of dignity and several lay- 
men, all appointed by the Emperor. 

The Greek Church is an oligarchy of patriarchs. It is based, 
of course, on the great body of bishops, but episcopal rule, 
through the various grades of metropolitan, primate, exarch, 
attains to sovereignty only in the five patriarchal thrones. Each 
patriarch is, within his diocese, what the Gallican theory makes 
the Pope of Rome in his. He is supreme and not amenable to 
any of his brother patriarchs, but is within the jurisdiction of 
an ecumenical council. 


As with other ecclesiastical oligarchies, this Church’s finan- 
cial administration would seem to supply interesting matter for 
investigation as to “what becomes of the money.” 

The Jersey Journal, March 24, 1919, said: 

Following the appointment of a receiver by Supreme Court 
Justice Bijur in New York County for the entire Russian Church 
in the United States, the remarkable allegations involved in the 
controversy became known to-day. The suit is brought by a 
group of pastors headed by the Rev. Paul Bezkishkin, pastor of 
the St. Nicholas Church, 606 Boulevard, Bayonne. These pas- 
tors want the present officials of the church ousted on the ground 
that they are usurpers and have permitted unbusinesslike and 
unfair administration of the church’s property. 

The attorney for the complaining pastors is Ralph M. Frink, 
of 233 Broadway, New York. He sought the appointment of 
a receiver on behalf of his clients so that “order and honesty” 
might be restored in the Church, which was established in 1795 
and now has 250,000 members in 300 churches in the United 
States. 

The receiver is Francis S. Bangs, a lawyer, of 44 Wall Street, 
and a vestryman of Trinity Church, Manhattan. 

Mr. Frink’s clients allege that Alexander Nemolovsky, of 15 
East Ninety-seventh Street, Manhattan, the acting Archbishop 
of North America, whom they charge is a usurper, plotted with 
Sergius Snegireff, the treasurer, to drive the lawful Archbishop, 
Evdokim Meschersky, out of the United States, and lay hands 
on the Church property valued at $2,000,000. 
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Rev. P. Bezkishkin, it is alleged, had been asked to sign a 
false affidavit that goods to be imported were to be given away, 
but reported the matter to the Custom House officials. The 
United States Internal Revenue Department raided the Church 
headquarters at 15 East Ninety-seventh Street, seized goods and 
books, and these the United States Attorney still has. 

One of the revelations in the suit is the fact that the Grand 
Jury investigated the alleged misappropriation of money raised in 
the church for the Red Cross. In Mr. Frink’s case, the defend- 
ant, Nemolovsky, said the money had been “borrowed.” At least 
Nemolovsky and others voluntarily deposited $12,527 in Red 
(ross money with the Franklin Trust Company for safe keeping 
pending a final decision in the action brought by Mr. Frink to 
remove Nemolovsky and his associates. 


And then, in the New York Globe, April 1, 1919, come cita- 
tions from a “communication” to the National Geographical 
Society by Hester Donaldson Jenkins, in which the Armenian 
Gregorian Church claims to have been established “in the year 


310 A. D., fifteen years before the establishment of the Greek 


Church.” Its founder was Krikor, or Gregory, the Illuminator. 
We are then told: 


(Gregory was baptized by Christian relatives in his child- 
hood. His story is an interesting one, telling of an early mar- 
riage, the birth of two sons; then of his “vocation” and entrance 
into a monastery ; of his attaching himself to Tiradates, who soon 
became king; of Tiradates’ persecution of Gregory because he 
would not accept the old gods; of years in prison; of his re- 
lease in response to a vision; his miracles; the conversion of 
Tiradates and the baptism of a thousand Armenians, until in 
eight years Armenia was fully Christianized and the religion 
was adopted by the State. The mummied hand of St. Gregory 
is still laid on the head of every bishop at his consecration, thus 
carrying on the most perfect apostolic succession in the world. 


This claim puts the Roman Church in the third place so far 
as antiquity goes, while if that of the Baptist denomination that 
the real founder of their Church was John the Baptist himself 
be allowed, it would form Number 4. And even Rome would 


admit that the ministry of John the Baptist preceded that of the 
Apostle Peter. 
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The Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible 


The copy of the Bouay Bible used here was 
published by John Murphy Company, Publish- 
ers, Baltimore, New York, Printers to the Holy 
See. Bt bears the “Approbation” of Cardinal 
Gibbons, dated “Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1899," in 
which Bis Eminence describes it as “an accurate 
reprint of the Rheims and Bouay edition.” 


“Search the Scriptures, for you think 
in them to have life everlasting; aud the 
sume are they that give testimony of me.”— 
Jahn vw, 39. 


JusTIFICATION BY FAITH. 
Ihe just shall live in his faith—Habacuc ii, 4. 
Being justified therefore by faith, let us have peace 
with God, through our Lord Jesus Christ. 
By whom also we have access through faith into 
this grace, wherein we stand, and glory in the hope of 

the glory of the sons of God.—Romans v, 1, 2. 

Last month we wrote about the widespread unhappiness 
among Roman Catholics, which was said by a Roman Catholic 
editor to “paralyze” the Church; and from another angle the 
same subject is now treated here. 

The first of these three texts may almost be described as being 
the seed from which the Reformation of the Sixteenth Cen- 
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tury may be said to have been evolved, for it was the text that 
brought to Martin Luther—like a flash of light from Heaven— 
the realization of the simplicity of the great plan of God’s re- 
demption of the soul from the guilt and dominion of sin, and 
which changed the whole current of his life from that day 
onward. 

All statements to the effect that Luther rose in rebellion 
against the Papacy and the Church in which he had been brought 
up “because he wanted to get married,’ or because he was 
actuated by a spirit of arrogance arid of rebellion against the 
restraints of the Church, are all without the slightest founda- 
tion in fact. Even when he nailed the Ninety-five Theses on 
the door of the castle church at Wittenberg any thought of 
secession or inaugurating any “Reformation”—as an historical 
episode—was totally absent from his mind. As a matter of fact, 
they were. not directed against the Papacy, as a kind of Decla- 
ration of Spiritual or Religious Independence at all. They were 
not even addressed to the people at large, but written in Latin to 
the scholars of the German universities, and were simply the 
planks of a platform for academic discussion. 

But these facts are only mentioned here by the way. 

The text from Romans v follows the words from the last 
two verses of chapter iv: 

But also for us, to whom it [justice, i. e., justification] shall 
be repute, if we believe in him that raised up Jesus Christ, our 
Lord, from the dead, 

Who was delivered up for our sins, and rose again for our 
justification. 

In other words, Jesus died for our sins, once for all; and if 
we, by faith, accept for ourselves, as individuals, our share in 
the atonement He accomplished for us on the Cross, God looks 
upon us as if we had ourselves paid the penalty for our sins, 
and regards us as righteous in His sight, clothed, so to speak, 
to use the language of Protestant theologians, in the “imputed 
righteousness “of Christ Himself; and, the condemnation of sin 
being thus removed, we have “peace with God,” and, therefore, 


peace in our own souls, and are able to “glory in the hope of the 
glory of the sons of God.” 
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For the individual, therefore, the sacrifice of the Mass, and 
all the elaborate system of forms and ceremonies that the Roman 
Church has set up between the soul and God, the loving and 
reconciled Father, cease to have any value. When a man is 
reconciled to God he has no need of the repeated “unbloody 
sacrifice of the Mass” on his behalf: confession to a priest, the 
absolution of a man and penance have no value; Purgatory 
has no existence whatever, because “the blood of Jesus Christ 
his Son cleanseth us from all sin” (1 John i, 7); and the inter- 
cession of the Virgin and saints and angels is quite unnecessary 
He can walk day by day in communion with the Almighty Him- 
self, who will, with His commands for every-day life and con- 
duct, give the power to fulfil them. Such a man walks daily 
in the presence of God, and at the moment of death simply 
changes the realization of the presence and power and love 
of God to a realization of the same blessings in the immediate 
presence of his Father in Heaven, who welcomes him with the. 
words, “Well done, good and faithful servant.” 

God is no respecter of persons, and all this-is provided just 
as much for the Roman Catholic as for his Baptist or Methodist 
neighbor, who lives in the enjoyment of this experience. 


CONCERNING “UNHAPPY. CATHOLICS” 


BY JOHN N. QUINN, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Autocratic government in the political spheres has received 
very severe setbacks in these latter days, and only manifests itself 
conspicuously in autocratic theocracies of Europe and Asia. 

The Reformation of the sixteenth century repudiated Papal 
autocracy, and this is thus stated by The Western Watchman, 
St. Louis, Mo., Dec. 22, 1918, p. 13: 


Protestants believe in Christianity; they accept the Bible 
and they swear allegiance to Jesus Christ, but they will have 
nothing to do with His Church. The great heresy of the six- 
teenth century began and ended in a warfare against the Pope 
as head of the Church. And from the days of Luther to our 
day Protestantism has always meant more or less a rejection 
of the Pope and of the power of the Church. Protestantism, in 
oue sense, is a spiritual democracy. Protestants threw off the 
yoke of the greatest monarch this world ever knew, the suc- 
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cessor of Peter, the Sovereign Pontiff. Protestantism threw off 
the yoke of Rome, which meant the hierarchical government of 
the Church—the Apostolic Catholic Roman Church. The suc- 
cess of Protestantism meant the absolute rejection of the au- 
thoritative teaching of the Roman Catholic Church. 

The Roman Church holding to the autocratic idea of govern- 
ment has become fossilized. It belongs to a past age, and the 
condition of her adherents to-day is such that one of her leading 
priests has declared the Church to be “paralyzed.” Quoting from 
the same paper, the same date: 


An unhappy Catholic is not a good Catholic. And why are 
there so many unhappy Catholics? I cannot tell you, but 
because there are so many unhappy Catholics the Church is 
paralyzed. Catholicity has no power. There was a time when 
everybody looked up to Catholics as happy people. There was 
a time, long ago, when people came into the Church because 
they found happiness there; and I tell you the truth that this 
is the great argument to-day [against the Roman Church] 
-among all classes of people. 

Of course Romanism is paralyzed; of course it has no power. 
It has ignored the mission of the Holy Spirit and the command- 
ments of Jesus Christ as written in the New Testament. When 
the Spirit of God-and the words of Jesus Christ have no place 
in the life of the individual, of course no happiness is possible. 
The Catholic people are always made conscious of the condem- 
nation of sin, but are never told that Jesus came to save them 
FROM their sins, and that by going to Him direct, in response 
to His gracious invitation addressed to each of them individually 
in their own Bible, they can live in the positive assurance that 
the sins of the past are all forgiven, and that they can have the 
witness of the Holy Spirit within themselves that they have been 
reconciled to God and are members of the Divine family, sin no 
more having any dominion over them. 

When they enter that experience they will be happy and not 
before. 


Please find my renewal subscription for your very valuable 
magazine. It is certainly entitled to all the support that it is 
possible to afford to its upkeep. I wish for the Editor the bless- 
ing of God and a prosperous new year. 

Montreal, Can. J. E. McD. 
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WHY ONE RED HAT NEVER CAME 


During Archbishop Ireland’s life-time various reasons -were 
assigned for the fact that, in spite of his incessant and often 
successful activities on behalf of the Vatican machine in fields 
that had little connection with religion, he was not rewarded 
with the Red Hat. Of course, the publication of the Roosevelt- 
Storer correspondence was considered prejudicial to the Arch- 
bishop’s interests in this direction, but even that was more or 
less ancient history long before the time of his death. Other 
reasons assigned by those interested were his bold stand against 
the liquor interests; his general attitude favoring the elevation 
of the moral plane of living by both priests and people, and the 
removal of “abuses” within the Church; and last, though by no 
means least, his utterances tending towards “Americanism” (in 
the sense referred to by Pope Leo XIII in his letter to Cardinal 
Gibbons in 1888), if not even a modified form of Gallicanism— 
as, for example, the Milwaukee speech to the Federation of 
Catholic Societies in 1913, which drew down upon his head the 
vials of wrath of Archbishop Blenk’s organ, the New Orleans 
Morning Star. 


The Milwaukee Catholic Citizen, March 15, suggests a rea- 
son of which we do not remember having seen even any sugges- 
tion, and as it is stated by no less a writer than Dr. Egan, our 
last Minister to Denmark, it must be considered worthy of atten- 
tion. He is quoted as saying, in Chapter VIII of his book, 
“Ten Years Near the German Frontier”: 


“Bavaria and Austria, backed up by Prussia, protested 
against every attempt to give him a Cardinal’s hat.” 

In a book, entitled “Christmas Holydays in Rome,” by Rev. 
\V. Ingraham Kip, M.A., published by D. Appleton & Co., 1846, 
we find a striking quotation from Mazzini, in which occurs this 
passage: “Who in that country is ignorant that the nomination 
of Christ’s Vicar depends on ambassadorial intrigue, and that 
the direct or indirect Veto of Austria, or France, or some other 
power throws into nonentity the so-termed chosen of the Holy 
Spirit? [As late as 1903 the choice of Pope Pius X only took 
place after the election of Cardinal Rampolla as successor to Pope 


t 


leo XIII had been vetoed by the Emperor of Austria, pro- 
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nounced by Cardinal Puzyna.—Ed.] Who is ignorant that long 
since the King strangled the Pope; that diplomacy masters 
theology; that the notes of foreign plenipotentiaries have in- 
spired Briefs to the clergy of Poland and the Bishops of 
Ireland ?” 

The Papal organ adds that Dr. Egan “alludes to the sup- 
pressed interview with the Kaiser, which William Bayard Hale 
wrote for The Century Magazine, 1908, wherein Wilhelm ex- 
pressed his hostile feelings towards Archbishop Ireland.” It 
also goes on to say: “The St. Paul prelate clearly appears to 
have been denied the cardinalate because of his Americanism. 
He opposed the establishment here of a hyphenated hierarchy 
and the herding of American Catholics for all time according 
to the nationality of their grandsires.” 

Far be it from us to suggest that the Editor of our Mil- 
waukee contemporary is not sound in the faith to the very last 
jot and tittle of those Roman doctrines that seem to posses 
even the smallest content of either reason or revelation; and 
yet we greatly fear that there will be some pious ultramontane 
souls who will feel some apprehension for Brother Desmond’s 
future when they read the last paragraph of the editorial: 


There is an edifying belief among Catholics that the Hol) 
Ghost inspires the selection of bishops. But this, as Dr. Egan 
points out, does not apply to the selection of Cardinals. The 
Pope “might accept graciously a request that a certain Prelate 
be made a Cardinal from the ruler of any nation.” And perhaj)s 
that a certain Prelate be not made a Cardinal. 


A CATHOLIC HERO IN JERUSALEM 

When Turkey entered into the war the agents of the British 
and Foreign Bible Society at once sent word to the London office, 
recommending that the Bible depot at Jerusalem should be closed. 
The Secretary at Port Said, Mr. C. T. Hooper, was consulted, 
and early in 1915 he had the doors closed and the workers 
removed to Port Said on an American warship. The stock at 
this time consisted of 30,000 volumes in some fifty languages, 
and the expectation was that as soon as the Turks perceived it 
they would destroy the building and its contents. 
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More than three years passed, and General Allenby’s army 
advanced across the deserts into Palestine, taking the strong- 
holds of Beersheba and Gaza, and liberating Jaffa and Jerusalem. 
Aiter 400 years of Turkish domination the army composed of 
British and Italians took possession. The joy of the inhabitants 
who were not Turkish was extreme, and they gave the troops 
a boisterous and hearty welcome. 

Among those who came to the General’s headquarters was an 
oli man, whose appearance, and later whose speech, marked him 
distinctly and unmistakably Irish. He carried in his hand a 
package and asked that he might see General Allenby. 

“You will be telling your chief that an American gintleman 
will have a bit of spache with him,” he said to the orderly. 

The name “American” was sufficient, and forthwith the visi- 
tor was admitted. If the general was surprised to see an Irish- 
man, describing himself as an American, his surprise deepened 
at the old man’s greeting. 

“General,” he said, “it is glad I am to see you. Will you 
be giving me your hand?” 

And as the General put forth his hand the caller placed in it 
the package that he carried, and from it there slipped the paper 
wrapper, disclosing a handsome copy of the Scriptures. 


“That same is for you, sir!” the old man said with much 
enthusiasm. 


“Yes,” the General said, “and—from whom do I receive 
this ?” 

“From myself, sure!” was the reply. Whelan is my name. 
I am, as you will be seeing, an American. And, mind you, I am 
the representative of the good old British and Foreign Bible 
Society here in this city of Jerusalem.” 

Then, at the request of the General and the other British 
officials, he told his story. 

Although an Irishman, he was of American birth or resi- 
dence, and had been in Jerusalem for several years. After pass- 
ing his “grand climacteric,” the age of sixty-three, he felt that 
Jerusalem would be the best city in which to spend his yet 
remaining years. 1915 found him at the age of seventy hale 
and hearty. When the Bible Society depot was closed, he 
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found out all about it, and at once decided that it was “a burn- 
ing shame to leave the store to go to destruction.” Entering 
the building, he fixed his bed behind the counter and “just lived 
there as proprietor.” Living in the depot had its difficulties. 

It was in February, 1915, that he assumed proprietorship 
and possession, and for thirty-four months he held on bravely 
against many difficulties and hardships until relief came. He 
even, sold copies of the Scriptures. While the Turks “went to 
mischief” all around about him, he was unmolested. This, of 
course, was due to the fact that he kept it prominently before 
the authorities that he was an American citizen, and Turkey was 
not at war with the United States. Although he was in posses- 
sion of the property of a British organization, he was careful to 
say little about it. 

The Jews at different times took occasion to offer inter- 
ference; but to them he said, “The God of Abraham has been 
my God; and He provides, and He will not forsake me.” So 
there this quaint old man remained, waiting and hoping for the 
relief that he was confident would ultimately come. 

“You may be telling the people of the Society,” he said, 
“that their store has been kept open all the time and all its con- 
tents cared for.” 

“But,” they said to him, “how is it that you, an Irishman and 
Catholic, have done this?” 

He ignored the question and went on to say, “You may be 
telling the people of the Society that I have only one request to 
make, which I have continued to make daily to Almighty God in 
prayer all through these three years; and that is that under the 
new arrangement that you are bringing in the depot may be 
sustained.” 

Concluding his interview, he announced that he could be 
found at the old depot if any of the soldiers needed anything 
in his line. Impressed by his story, all the copies of Scripture 
in English were quickly bought up by the British soldiers. Then 
the Italians, most of whom had never seen the Word of God in 
print, purchased what Italian copies there were in stock; so in 
Jerusalem was to be seen an Irishman, a Roman Catholic, sell- 
ing Protestant Bibles to men nominally of his faith—Christian 
Endeavor W orld. 
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RUM, ROME AND A CONFERENCE 
The Jersey Journal, March 23, contained a communication 
more than a column in length from its Ocean Grove correspond- 
ent, which began thus: 


The way that an emissary from James R. Nugent came to 
Ocean Grove and either bluffed or scared the New Jersey Metho- 
dist Episcopal Conference into a studied avoidance of a discus- 
sion of the stand of the New Jersey Assembly on the Prohibi- 
tion Amendment ratification can be told now that the eighty-third 
annual session of the Conference has adjourned without taking 
any action upon the matter. 

Assemblyman Edward J. Handley was here last Saturday 
night with the avowed intention of defending Nugent and his 
fellow members from Essex County if the ministers attempted 
to carry on a condemnatory demonstration against Nugent 
{the Rum-and-Rome boss of Newark]. 

Saturday night had been set aside for a celebration jointly 
of the ratification of the liquor amendment and the coming of 
peace. On the preceding Sunday night the Rev. Thomas J. J. 
Wright, pastor of St. Paul’s Church, announced from the pul- 
pit that the ratification jubilee would be one of the greatest 
meetings of the kind ever held and that the passing of John 
Barleycorn would be fittingly celebrated. Assemblyman Handley 
was in the congregation that night and the Rev. Wright from 
the pulpit extended him a particular invitation to attend. 

Handley was present. He came prepared to defend the 
action of the Assembly delegation from Essex County. He 
served notice on the Conference members during the day that 
he had come for that purpose and that he would meet any effort 
to attack either the Essex Assemblymen or Mr. Nugent with a 
very determined defense on the floor of the Conference. 
Whether this brought about an abandonment of the plan to 
celebrate the ratification and anti-Nugent jubilee on Saturday 
night is not known, but there was no jubilee. The hundreds 
who crowded into the church in the expectation of hearing the 
liquor interests of the State arraigned and the State Senate 
condemned heard merely a patriotic address and a plea for 
support of the church missionary work. 

Iver since Saturday night the Conference members have 
been trying to explain away the fact that there was no jubilee as 
had been advertised. 

They said that action would be taken on the floor of the 
Conference and that the New Jersey Senate would be con- 
demned before the sessions closed. From one to another they 
“passed the buck,” each saying that some other member had 
the matter in charge. 
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THE ORTHODOX GREEK CHURCH BISHOP IN 
AMERICA 

For the first time in the history of the Orthodox Greek Church 
in America a bishop is to guide members of that faith under the 
direction of the Holy Synod of Greece. Receiving his ecclesias- 
tical power from the officials of the Church in Athens, after their 
visit to this country under the leadership of Meletios, the Metro- 
politan of Athens, last August, the Rt. Rev. Bishop Rodostion 
Alexander became Bishop of the Orthodox Greek churches in 
North and South America after their departure early in De- 
cember. In an interview with the representative of the New 
York Evening Sun, who asked whether it was true that the 
“Russian [Holy Orthodox Catholic and Apostolic] and Greek 
Churches had separated” Bishop Alexander said it was not. 

“That is as unauthentic as the schism that is believed by 
some to exist in the Far East. In matters of dogma the good 
feeling of the Churches in the East continues. In governmental 
matters these Churches are different entities. It is only in affairs 
of this kind that differences in the Orthodox Greek Church 
exist.” The laity of both these Churches need the Gospel and 
the Bible quite as-much as do the Roman Catholics. 


IRELAND AND THE PAPACY 

One of the most successful methods of deception used by 
the priestly agents of the Vatican, by which the real character 
and history of the Roman Church are misrepresented to the 
American people, is that sometimes called suppressio veri, or 
silence as to essential facts bearing on the point at issue. 

On December 10, 1918, Cardinal O’Connell delivered a 
speech in Madison Square Garden, as part of the movement on 
the part of the hierarchy all over the country to embarrass the 
President and cause friction among the Allies and ourselves by 
thrusting “self-determination for Ireland” upon the forthcoming 
Peace Council, 

The said “self-determination” is not here under considera- 
tion, but attention is directed to part of a sentence from what 
purported to be a verbatim report of the speech published in the 
New York American, Dec. 15, 1918, in which Ireland was 
described as 

for full seven centuries dominated by a foreign rule acquired 
only by force, and even now exercised by force. 
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The expression “seven centuries” carries us back to the days 
of King Henry II, who undoubtedly did set up English rule 
“by force.” 

But Cardinal O’Connell failed to mention either that Henry’s 
expedition to Ireland was not only undertaken with the sanction 
of Pope Adrian IV, or that Henry purchased that sanction by 
the promise of cash consideration. In other words, Pope Adrian 
I\ sold out the Irish country and people to the English king in 
consideration of the payment of a denarius—a Roman “penny” 
—for every house in the districts conquered. 

While this does not affect the fact of “acquired by force,” 
it does materially affect the question of responsibility for any 
and all alleged evils that followed from the bargain between 
King Henry and the Pope—all the more as the right of the Pope 
to dispose of crowns, kingdoms and countries was then ac- 
knowledged. More than that: the language of the Bull suggests 
that Pope Adrian considered that he was acting for the people’s 
own good, because the Irish people are described as “uneducated 
and rude,” and King Henry was expected “to extend the bound- 
aries of the Church” and to banish the seeds of vice from the 
field of the Lord.” It would seem that the followers of St. Pat- 
rick’s teaching did not acknowledge Papal rule—else the “bound- 
aries of the Church” would have needed no “extension,” and 
that the “seeds of vice” probably referred to the evangelical doc- 
trines of St. Patrick—especially the pernicious habit of Scripture 
reading that he had so vigorously propagated. Another sentence 
defines another of Henry’s duties as “to subdue its inhabitants to 
the laws of Christ”—the laws of the Roman Church, of course; 
and still one more “to preserve the rights of the churches in 
that land pure and unbroken” as against “uneducated and rude” 
princes and people who might object to submit to the rule of a 
foreign priest of high degree. Permission to thus promote the 
Papal interests in these directions was accorded on condition 
“that the annual payment of one denarius to blessed Peter from 
every house be made secure (sicut dominum veneretur, jure 
ecclesiarum illibato et integro permanente, et salva beato Petro 
de singulis domibus annua unius denarii pensione). 

So much for one important omission. 
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VATICAN HOSTILITY TO THE PRESIDENT 


“ENGLAND, DAMN YouR CONCESSIONS: 
We Want Our Country!” 


The most conspicuous “motto” carried in St. Patrick’s Day 
Parade, New York City, March 17, 1919. 


{Of course, the word “our” indicates the “hyphenated” type of the “Ameri 
cans” who carried it.] 


On Sunday, March 22, 1919, in the Metropolitan Opera 
House, New York City, was held the first meeting of a “nation- 
wide campaign” in support of the Sinn Fein propaganda for 
complete separation of Ireland from the British Empire. 

The movement, of which this meeting was a part, bears all 
the ear marks of another phase of the Vatican campaign against 
the Allies that has rendered such efficient aid to the Central 
Powers, at various times. The more immediate purpose of this 
special effort would appear to be to create mutual antagonism 
between the United States and Great Britain. Quite apart from 
the effect of the creation of such hostility on the future of the 
nations of Central Europe, it is to the interest of the Vatican 
itself to discredit the democratic, political and social ideals for 
which both nations stand. 

Some of the main considerations for American citizens to 
bear in mind in regard to the Sinn Fein propaganda are these: 

1. Any overt act looking towards interference in the purely 
domestic affairs of the British Empire would be a contraven- 
tion of the ordinary comity that has always obtained among all 
nations, and also a violation of the Monroe Doctrine. 

(It requires little imagination to picture the indignation with 
which American citizens of every party affiliation—and of none 
-—would resent any such action on the part of the Government 
of any other country towards any matter of our own domestic 
policy.) 

2. That the essential difference between the case of Ireland 
and those of Poland, Serbia and other lands of Central Europe 
is that the word “self-determination” was not used concerning 
any people until after the fall of the Russian Empire, when 
certain more or less nebulous national groups were left with- 
out any ruler to whom they owed any allegiance, and the ques- 
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tion was as to whether, being left in that condition, they should 
decide their own political future or should fall a prey to one 
of the two militarist Empires that still remained. 

3. So far, although there has been much denunciation of 
England and impassioned rhetoric about “seven centuries of 
persecution,” etc., we have seen not a line descriptive of the 
plan itself of government which the Sinn Fein leaders propose 
to establish, or of any respects in which it will even profess 
to be better for the Irish people than that which they now have. 
Nor has anything been said as to how that plan proposes to 
deal with the other parties now in existence. Of these there are 
at least four: 

(a) Ulsterites, who are in the main satisfied with things as 

they are. 

(b) Nationalists, who, speaking broadly, desire Home Rule 
on similar lines to the commonwealths of Canada, 
Australia, New Zealand and South Africa. 

The Centrist party, somewhat similar to the Nation- 
alist. 

(d) The Southern Unionists—a split-off from the Ulsterites. 

4. Great emphasis has been placed upon the sweeping suc- 
cess of the Sinn Fein party at the recent election. According 
to the party orators one would suppose that the Sinn Fein had 
simply swallowed up all the other parties, which had now ceased 
to exist. Of course, such an idea is absurd. We are ourselves 
quite used to “landslides” at city, county and State elections, 
on a particular issue. But no one in their senses believes that 
because many voters on that occasion voted for candidates not 


of their party, any real or permanent change of any con- 
sequence had taken place in the total numbers of the respective 
parties. 


In this connection it is well to remember that intimidation 
has always been one of the favorite methods of the Roman 
hierachy (and also of Catholic bodies acting under their in- 
fluence). And it must be borne in mind that for a long time 
now the Sinn Fein movement has been openly conducted by 
priests of the Roman Church. In the earlier stages “younger” 
priests were referred to, and the impression was created that 
older” priests and bishops were more or less opposed to it. 
\nd even since the election Cardinal Logue is said to have issued 
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a pastoral letter or similar document, deprecating violence— 
which is another favorite weapon of the Roman Church itself, 
and always has been. 

That the method of intimidation has been practised with 
no small success upon many members of Congress is easily read 
between the lines in the large majority that voted for the anti- 
British resolution in the House of Representatives. A large 
portion of the members are lawyers, and it does not take even 
a lawyer to know that a vote for that resolution constituted an 
act of overt interference in the domestic affairs of a nation with 
which the United States is at peace, but also a contravention 
of the Monroe Doctrine, which carries with it a policy of non- 
intervention in any European affairs at all. One of the humor- 
ous aspects of the whole situation is that some of these public 
speakers and writers who are giving loudest support to the Sinn 
Fein agitation against “England” are also striving hard to erect 
the Monroe Doctrine into a Chinese wall, behind which they 
would have us totally cut off from European affairs, except, 
of course, those strictly relating to the making of money. 

5. The movement is also characterized by great personal 
animosity against President Wilson. This is another indication 
of the directing power of the Roman hierarchy. This animosity 
is easy to understand, and, without pretending to any inside 
information on the subject, these considerations lie right on 
the surface of things: 

(a) His refusal before the war to interfere in Mexico's 
internal affairs for the benefit of the Roman hierarchy in that 
country. 

(b) His absence (after one attendance, from the Pan 
American Thanksgiving Mass in Washington, thereby, for polit- 
ical purposes, reducing that function very much to the level of 
a theatrical performance of the play of “Hamlet,” without 
the prince. 

(c) His use of the word “folly” in his reply to the Peace 
Note of Pope Benedict XV, in 1917, and the fact that Great 
Britain and France adopted that reply as their own, on the 
ground that its complete statement of the case rendered any other 
reply from them unnecessary. 

(d) His course in bringing about the entry of the United 
States into the war, which led to the overthrow of the Central 
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mpires and destroyed any possibility of the Restoration of 
the Temporal Power. 

(e) His lack of effort to procure any representation of the 
Vatican at the Peace Conference. 

(f) His only allowing half an hour to his interview with 
the Pope when in Rome. According to a published interview 
with the Pope he did most of the talking—converting the Pope, 
according to the dispatch, to the League of Nations idea, instead 
of humbly taking instructions from the Pope as to what he 
should and should not do when he returned to Versailles. 

(g) His going straight from the Vatican to the American 
Protestant Episcopal church in Rome, and holding a reception 
there of representatives from Italian and other Protestant 
hodies. 


(h) Worse still, his glorification of Mazzini in his public 
address at Genoa. 


(i) And, far worse even yet, his glorification of Cavour 
at Milan. 

(To realize the full enormity of these two last-mentioned 
offences—which might almost be termed crimes in the eyes of 
the Vatican and all its henchmen—requires some little knowl- 
edge of the history of Italy from, say, 1850 to 1870. The 
reader can, however, obtain considerable information on these 
points from any well-informed Italian friend.) 

(j) His including the condemnation of secret diplomacy 
among his “Fourteen Points,” and (1) his invention of the 
League of Nations plan, and (2) his success in obtaining the 
support of Great Britain, France and Italy for it. 

(k) His sanction to prohibition for the Navy and the Army. 

This is quite a long catalogue, and is probably not entirely 
omplete. But it seems to throw light on the hostility of the 
oman hierarchy and their desire to destroy his influence in 
|:urope. One purpose of this Sinn Fein campaign is probably 
to force his hand at Versailles; another may be to obtain such 
iction in this country as shall rouse enough hostility in England 
igainst this country to militate against his influence at Ver- 
sailles, if not to destroy it. 

Without in any way minimizing the valor and success of 
ther forces in the Great War in the last analysis, as looked at 
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from the window of the Pope’s chamber in the Vatican, the 
destruction of those Empires that wished to restore the Tem- 
poral Power was accomplished by the British Navy and the 
American Army—the armed forces of the two great Prot- 
estant Powers. Their destruction is difficult of accomplish- 
ment, but if they can be transformed from friends into foes, 
the rising influence of democracy throughout Europe will re- 
ceive a severe setback—to the great advantage of the Vatican, 
whose very existence depends upon the continuance of autoc- 
racy in Church and State—or rather of Church through State, 
as per Bull Unam Sanctam, of Pope Boniface VIII—as also 
of ignorance, illiteracy and superstition among the people. 

The combination of the influence of Great Britain and the 
United States would, if not stopped or hampered in some way, 
flood continental Europe with such a deluge of popular edu- 
cation and enlightenment that the power of the priest would 
be submerged in the religious and civil liberty that would ensue. 

Let nobody imagine that either the Vatican or the Roman 
hierarchy cares anything about the welfare of the Irish people 
—not at all. They never have done anything for them, either 
economically, educationally or politically. They have sent thou- 
sands of them to death for the promotion of Papal schemes, 
and Cardinal O’Connell, in his speech at Madison Square Gar- 
den, said in so many words that all the troubles of Ireland for 
“seven centuries” had been due to their “religion”—in other 
words, the “superiority” of their “spiritual” allegiance to the 
Pope to that of their temporal allegiance to the English Crown— 
to which they were originally sold out by Pope Adrian IV in 
the twelfth century. 

The Vatican is as much the enemy of the United States 
to-day, as when Pope Pius IX recognized Jefferson Davis as 
the President of the Southern Confederacy; and, as a matter 
of fact, this country’s power and influence are a greater menace 
to the Papacy now than they were fifty years ago—especially 
in view of the coming spread of American education, trade 
and “liberal” institutions throughout South America. 

The whole Sinn Fein campaign, then, while primarily di- 
rected against Great Britain, is only about one degree less 
directed against the interests of the United States itself. 


* 





